*Love and eugenics in the late nineteenth century* provides an illuminating examination of the ways in which feminist writers incorporated eugenics and notions of rational reproduction into fiction in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Focusing on feminists such as Sarah Grand and George Ellerton, who embraced the ideas of Galton and Darwin, and Monica Caird who challenged such views, Richardson provides a rich understanding of the ways in which eugenics informed the British literary world in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Drawing on a wide selection of fiction, periodical press cuttings as well as the writings of eugenicists such as Galton, Richardson challenges the reader to consider how widespread and pervasive the ideas of eugenics and debates on women\'s role in promoting morality and empire were among feminist writers. Some of the most interesting parts of the book are also its illustrations. These deftly show the variety of ways in which ideas of evolution and selective breeding were depicted at the time.

One of the striking features of the feminist writers of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is the way they promoted women as the natural champions of the empire and selective breeding. In this context women were encouraged to choose their reproductive partner rationally and carefully so as to protect and advance the human race. Women were seen as the vanguard of social and biological progress. By contrast, men were depicted as less rational and judicious custodians of the future. Using the novel and the periodical press, many feminist writers saw their task to educate and cultivate an ethos of responsible motherhood and citizenship to prevent what they perceived as the decline of the British race and empire. Strikingly, some of the feminist writers who encouraged women to choose their male partners rationally and to make life-long commitments did not always heed this in their own lives. Sarah Grand, for instance, who saw "the purpose of women\'s self-improvement ... to primarily serve the marriage relation" (p.106), left her husband having borne only one child.

Not all feminist writers, however, shared Sarah Grand\'s view of marriage or of women\'s role in promoting rational reproduction and the empire. Moira Caird, for example, questioned whether evolution intended motherhood as a natural function for all women and saw eugenics and biological determinism as oppressive of individual rights. One of Caird\'s last novels, published in 1931, was an indictment of racial hygiene and the movement to prevent the birth of the "unfit". Like Grand, Caird drew on Darwinian ideas as well as on Lamarck, but she used this to co-opt "evolutionary biology into an alternative narrative which did not give to women the role of "policing society as evolution\'s 'consciousness' ". Instead Caird showed that women were themselves "subject to evolutionary change" and that they could modify themselves "to reduce the imperative of the maternal role" (p.197).

Providing a wealth of quotes and provocative insights into feminist writings at the end of the nineteenth century, Richardson tantalizingly leaves the reader wondering what audience read such novels and periodicals in this period. What age and class for example were those reading this work, and how far did such writings change thinking among working-class and middle-class women of the period? None the less, while these questions remain unanswered, Richardson provides an important analysis for anyone interested in feminist thought and the eugenics movement at the end of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.
